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Table 1. Physical and Chemical characteristics of soil.
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Table 2. Chemical characteristics of humic acid.
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Table 3. Chemical characteristics of vermicompost.
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Table 4. Analysis of variance (mean square) effect of different levels of vermicompost and humic acid in saline non-
saline conditions on morphological traits and grain yield.
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Ns, ** and * indicates not significant at 5% probability level, significant at 1 and 5 % probability level, respectively
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Figure 1. Effect of humic acid treatment on leaf chlorophyll content index.
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Figure 2. Effect of different treatments of vermicompost on leaf area.
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Figure 3. The interaction between different levels of salinity and vermicompost (0, 5 and 10% by weight) on plant height.
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Figure 4. Effect of different vermicompost treatment on plant dry weight
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Figure 5. Effect of different humic acid treatment on plant dry weight
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Figure 6. The interaction between different levels of salinity and humic acid (0, 2 and 4 wt%) on grain yield.
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Figure 7. The interaction between different levels of salinity and application of vermicompost (0, 5 and 10 wt%) on grain yield
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